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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1, 9 and 17 are not tangible. The preamble of independent 
claim 1, 9 and 17 recites " A method for displaying a set of hierarchical data and a set of non- 
hierarchical data on an electronic display", which is directed to software, per se, lacking any 
hardware to enable any functionality to be realized. The claimed features and elements of 
independent claims 1, 9 and 17 do not include hardware components or features that are 
necessarily implemented in hardware. Therefore, the claimed features of claims 1, 9 and 17 are 
actually a software, or at best, directed to an arrangement of software, and software claimed by 
itself, without being executed or implemented on a computer medium, is intangible. 

To expedite a complete examination of the instant application, the claims rejected under 
35U.S.C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in anticipation of the 
applicant amending these claims to place them within the four statutory categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kierman et 
al. (US Patent No. 5,701,137) in view of Gasser (US Patent No. 6,636,250). 

Regarding claims 1 and 17, Kierman discloses a method for displaying a set of 
hierarchical data and a set of non-hierarchical data on an electronic display, the method 
comprising displaying at least part of the set of hierarchical data on the electronic display in a 
tree diagram that has a plurality of levels with one or more nodes present at each level (see col. 
6, lines 7-50); however, Kierman fails to explicitly teach displaying the set of non-hierarchical 
data on the electronic display in a plurality of auxiliary nodes that are provided between at least 
some of the plurality of levels of the tree diagram. 

Gasser discloses displaying the set of non-hierarchical data on the electronic display in a 
plurality of auxiliary nodes that are provided between at least some of the plurality of levels of 
the tree diagram (see col. 2, lines 23-42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Kierman and Gasser before him at the time the invention was 
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made, to modify a set of hierarchical of Kierman to include the non-hierarchical diagram tree, as 
taught by Gasser. One would have been motivated to make such a combination in order to only 
be able to represent a limited number of hierarchical tree relationships within the graphical user 
interface at one point in time. Additionally, the hierarchical structure of a tree diagram may 
allow the user to more quickly and efficiently peruse the data, such as by reviewing the entries at 
the higher levels to locate particular branches which are most likely to contain the information of 
interest 

Regarding claim 2, Kierman discloses further comprising displaying an expansion 
handle adjacent at least one of the nodes in the tree diagram, wherein the expansion handle is 
configured to expand or collapse the tree diagram at the at least one of the nodes (see col. 7, lines 
45-65 and figure 6). 

Regarding claim 3, Gasser discloses further comprising using the expansion handle to 
show or hide selected of the auxiliary nodes (see col. 14, lines 48-65). 

Regarding claim 4, Gasser discloses further comprising pointing to the expansion handle 
with a pointing device while simultaneously double-clicking a control button on the pointing 
device to show or hide selected of the auxiliary nodes (see col. 15, lines 1-54). 

Regarding claim 5, Gasser discloses wherein pointing to the expansion handle with a 
pointing device while pressing a first button on the pointing device operates to expand or 
collapse the tree diagram at the at least one of the nodes, and wherein pointing to the expansion 
handle with the pointing device while pressing a second button on the pointing device operates to 
show or hide selected of the auxiliary nodes (see col. 16, lines 1 1-62). 
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Regarding claim 6, Gasser discloses further comprising displaying a secondary 
expansion handle adjacent at least one of the nodes in the tree diagram, wherein the 
secondary expansion handle is configured to show or hide selected of the auxiliary 
odes (see col. 17, lines 23-67). 

Regarding claim 7, Gasser discloses wherein the expansion handle comprises a 
first type of icon and the secondary expansion handle comprises a second type of icon that is 
different than the first type of icon (see col. 18, lines 8-67). 

Regarding claim 8, Kierman discloses wherein at least some of the nodes in the tree 
diagram comprise an expansion handle and a data entry connected by a horizontal connector, and 
wherein the method further comprises displaying a secondary expansion handle on or adjacent to 
at least one of the horizontal connectors (see col. 10, lines 3-60). 

Claim 9 differs from claims 1 in that "expanding the tree diagram at one of the first 
plurality of nodes to display a second part of the set of hierarchical data in a second plurality of 
. nodes that descend from the one of the first plurality of nodes; and expanding the one of the first 
plurality of nodes to display a plurality of auxiliary nodes that contain a portion of the set of non- 
hierarchical data" as recited in Gasser; see col. 31, lines 24-50. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Kierman and Gasser before him at the 
time the invention was made, to modify a set of hierarchical of Kierman to include the non- 
hierarchical diagram tree, as taught by Gasser. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination in order to only be able to represent a limited number of hierarchical tree 
relationships within the graphical user interface at one point in time. Additionally, the 
hierarchical structure of a tree diagram may allow the user to more quickly and efficiently peruse 
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the data, such as by reviewing the entries at the higher levels to locate particular branches which 
are most likely to contain the information of interest. 

Regarding claim 10, Kierman discloses further comprising toggling an expansion 
handle adjacent the one of the first plurality of nodes to initiate the expansion of the tree diagram 
at one of the first plurality of nodes (see col. 11, lines 8-44). 

Regarding claim 11, Kierman discloses further comprising using the expansion handle 
adjacent the one of the first plurality of nodes to initiate the display of the auxiliary nodes (see 
col. 8, lines 13-60). 

Regarding claim 12, Kierman discloses further comprising toggling a second expansion 
handle located adjacent the expansion handle to initiate the display of the auxiliary nodes (see 
col. 10, lines 3-60). 

Claim 13 differs from claims 1 and 9 in that "a plurality of auxiliary nodes that display at 
least a portion of the set of non-hierarchical data, wherein the plurality of auxiliary nodes are 
arranged in one or more auxiliary levels that are positioned between adjacent levels of the tree 
diagram; as recited in Gasser; see col. 25, lines 8-67 and figures 1 1-12. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order to only be able to represent a limited number of 
hierarchical tree relationships within the graphical user interface at one point in time. 
Additionally, the hierarchical structure of a tree diagram may allow the user to more quickly and 
efficiently peruse the data, such as by reviewing the entries at the higher levels to locate 
particular branches which are most likely to contain the information of interest. 

Regarding claim 14, Kierman discloses further comprising a plurality of expansion 
handles, wherein each of the plurality of expansion handles is associated with one of the plurality 
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of nodes and is configured to expand or contract the tree diagram at the respective one of the 
plurality of nodes (see col. 11, lines 8-44). 

Regarding claim 15, Gasser discloses wherein at least some of the plurality of expansion 
handles are further configured to display or hide selected of the plurality of auxiliary nodes (see 
col. 14, lines 48-65). 
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Regarding claim 16, Gasser discloses further comprising at least one secondary 
expansion handle associated with at least some of the plurality of auxiliary nodes that is 
configured to display or hide selected of the plurality of auxiliary nodes (see col. 16, lines 1 1- 
61). 

Claim 18 differs from claims 1 and 17 in that "a computer readable program code 
configured to expand the tree diagram at one of the first plurality of nodes to display a second 
part of the set of hierarchical data in a second plurality of nodes that descend from the one 
of the first plurality of nodes; and computer readable program code configured to expand the 
one of the first plurality of nodes to display a plurality of auxiliary nodes that contain a portion of 
the set of non-hierarchical data; as recited in Gasser see figures 3-9. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order to only be able to represent a limited number of 
hierarchical tree relationships within the graphical user interface at one point in time. 
Additionally, the hierarchical structure of a tree diagram may allow the user to more quickly and 
efficiently peruse the data, such as by reviewing the entries at the higher levels to locate 
particular branches which are most likely to contain the information of interest. 



Conclusion 

/ The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

1 

disclosure (see PTO-892). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cao (Kevin) Nguyen whose telephone number is (571)272-4053. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571)272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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